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Status of the claims is as follows: 

Claims 1-13 and 15-17 are herein addressed below; and 

Claim 14 has been cancelled. 

Claims 1-13 and 15-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. In claim 1, lines 10-12, and claim 8, lines 9- 
12, the phraseology "said first planar section has a first visible surface providing a first 
light/showdown effect and said second planar section has a second visible surface 
providing a second light/shadow effect" is not readily understood by the Examiner. 
More specifically, what is meant by light/shadow effect for breaking visual experience? 
On page 3, third paragraph, the applicant states what it is, but it is not readily 
understood by the Examiner'how the change of direction/planar surface of a door can 
provide two different visual effects. 

Claims 1-13 and 15-17 are further rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, 
as failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains 
subject matter, which was not described in the specification in such a way as to 
reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the 
application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. It is not readily 
understood by the Examiner how the change of direction/planar surface of a door can 
provide two different visual effects. 
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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as.a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

As best understood, claims 1-7, 10, 12, 13, 15, and 17 are further rejected under 

35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Biebuyck. As shown in Figures 3B and 4, 

Biebuyck discloses an openable rectangular-shaped screen element (160 and 162; i.e., 

"fire door" having a space between two surfaces) for a building (152), having hinges 

(176A and 178A), and the screen elements have first and second planar sections (with 

one of the planar sections parallel with the building as shown in Figure 4) extending at 

an angle of about 30 degrees. Biebuyck further disclose rebates (172 and 174) and a 

locking means (column 8, lines 60-68, and element 478). Biebuyck fails to disclose the 

angle between the planar sections to be between 10-20 degrees. It would have been 

obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to provide the angle 

between the planar sections of Biebuyck to be between 10-20 degrees since one would 

still see oncoming traffic beyond the opening of the building and thus preventing the 

doors from extending too far into a sidewalk area. 

As best understood, claims 9, 1 1 , and 1 6 are further rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Biebuyck in view of Van Sandt. All of the elements 
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of the instant invention are discussed in detail above except providing a sensor lighting 
means and a closing means connected with a hinge. Van Sandt discloses a sensor 
lighting means and a closing means (Figures 3-5) connected with a hinge. It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
provide the screen element of Biebuyck with an automatic lighting means and a closing 
means as taught by Van Sandt since an automatic lighting means allows one to see 
individuals on an opposite side of a door when it's dark and a closing means allows the 
door to automatically close as one enters and exits the opening. 

Claim 8 would be allowable if rewritten or amended to overcome the rejection(s) 
under 35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action. 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-13, and 15-17 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Jerry Redman 
at telephone number 571-272-6835. 



Jerry Rwman 
Primary Examiner 




